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Abstract  
 
The aim of this project has been to examine to what extent a social movement like Breaking the 
Silence can position itself within the global public sphere and further how it then can use times 
position to create awareness and gain momentum in the Israeli public sphere. This has been done 
through the use of two theoretical frameworks, one focusing on the global public sphere and one 
focusing on farming theory. In order to connect these two theoretical frameworks we chose to 
use injustice framing as an overall frame, due to the fact that it builds on both local and global 
aspects. The project concludes, against our presumptions, that local discourses have a big 
influence, which means that even though BtS has positioned itself in the public sphere it is not 
enough if it wants to create actual change.   
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&
Abbreviations&&
ACRI:  Association for Civil Rights in Israel 
BtS: Breaking the Silence 
IDF: Israel Defence Force   
PLO:  Palestinian Liberation Organisation  
UN: United Nations  
US:  United States 
SMO:  Social Movement Organisation  
&
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1.0&Pretext&
Social movements have for centuries been a way for people to gather on the basis of 
shared concerns, wishes to gain influence and attain possibilities to create change. 
Sidney Tarrow defines social movements as collective challenges based on common 
purposes and social solidarities in sustained interaction with elites, opponents, and 
authorities (Tarrow 2011: 9). It is by some argued, that as long as humankind has 
been here, so have conflicts and hence so have social movements (Singh 2001:24). 
Other theorists, for example John Collins and Manfred Steger, argue that the for-
mation of social movements happened as a counter reaction to modernity and globali-
sation (Collins 2011: 8) (Steger 2008: 5). Not all conflicts lead to collective action, 
and not all collective actions lead to the formation of social movements. Hence it can 
be argued that since conflicts do and will always to some extent exist, the possibility 
for new social movements to arise will always be here too (Singh 2001: 24-29). Not 
all social movements are necessarily mobilised against a state, government or political 
regime. The general aim of social movements is however often to modify norms and 
values, which frequently develop over longer periods of time (Singh 2001: 35).  
The outset of this project was a curiosity about how a social movement by us-
ing different tools attempts to gain influence and create some kind of change in a con-
temporary conflict. In order to get a better understanding of this topic, we have cho-
sen to examine the Israeli movement Breaking the Silence (from here on BtS) found-
ed in 2004 by former Israeli soldiers who served on the West Bank and in the Gaza 
Strip. Since 2000 they have been collecting testimonies from other Israeli soldiers 
about the missions carried out by the Israel Defence Force (from here on IDF) in or-
der to create awareness within the Israeli society. One of the things that make this 
movement special is that it, by collecting testimonies, has been going against “its 
own”. This is however not a new thing in the Israeli and Palestinian dispute. Already 
in 1978 an organisation called Peace Now was founded in connection to the Israeli-
Egyptian peace talks, which at this point were very close to falling through. Based on 
a wish for the peace talks to continue and the Israeli government to seize this oppor-
tunity for peace, 348 reserve officers and soldiers published an open letter to the 
prime minister of Israel and were supported by tens of thousands of Israelis 
(peacenow.org). 
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For the past 14 years BtS has collected testimonies in an attempt to make the Israeli 
public aware of the conduct of the government and military. They generally conceive 
the occupation of Palestine as illegal and are objecting to the methods being used to 
create settlements and control the Palestinians (breakingthesilence.org.il). 145 testi-
monies were in 2010 collected in the book Our Harsh Logic compiled by BtS. Some 
testimonies have also been recorded on video and are to be found online either on the 
movement’s homepage or Facebook site. The testimonies expose the methods used by 
the Israeli military and the impact these have on the Palestinians, the settlers, and the 
soldiers (Breaking the Silence 2012A: 1). More than 950 testimonies have been gath-
ered since 2000 and on the anniversary of the occupation troops, politicians, journal-
ists, and activists recited testimonies for 10 hours straight (theguardian.comB).  
What makes a social movement like BtS interesting is that it is a local move-
ment, working in a local conflict, but there are at the same time several global aspects 
to both the movement and the conflict. Since the outbreak of the conflict, it has in-
volved several international actors such as the United States, Britain, the United Na-
tions, and Lebanon, which is one of the things that make it global. Furthermore the 
conflict has also been influential on global solidarity movements, because some of 
these movements have made the fight of the Palestinians their fight too. (Collins 
2011: 2). Moreover BtS is using global tools in its attempt to spread its message and 
grow. One of these global tools is the Internet, with a special emphasis on social me-
dia such as Facebook and Twitter where their posts and testimonies are available in 
both English and Hebrew. On both media platforms they have thousands of followers 
from all over the world, and we will elaborate further on this in the following chap-
ters. In addition to being active on the Internet BtS also arrange tours in Hebron, to 
show people from all over the world how the occupation impacts on everyday life in 
cities on the West Bank (Breaking the Silence 2012A: prelude). Furthermore BtS has 
travelled all over the world with their testimonies and pictures from the Occupied Ter-
ritories conducting lectures and exhibitions.  
 
So with a point of departure in the abovementioned global aspects in a local dispute, 
the aim of this project is to examine to what extent a social movement like BtS can 
use their position in the global public sphere in order to gain momentum and influ-
ence on a local conflict. The main question that will be answered in this project is: 
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1.1&Research&Question&
To what extent can a social movement like Breaking the Silence use its position in the 
global public sphere to create awareness and gain momentum in a local conflict? 
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2.0&Methodology&
It has in the pretext been stated that the aim of this project is to examine how a social 
movement like BtS attempts to use its position in the global public sphere to create 
awareness and gain momentum in a local conflict. We will in the following outline 
how we are going to answer the research question. 
The analysis of this project will be divided into five sections, which each an-
swer an aspect of the research question. The first part of the analysis is clarifying the 
objective of BtS and highlights the aims of the movement. This part further analyses 
how BtS positions itself within the global public sphere. BtS uses several platforms in 
their attempt to create and gain awareness. Especially the use of social media and the 
Internet is in this regard important both in terms of the theory and in terms of their 
main ways of spreading their message. The second section will analyse how BtS uses 
injustice framing both globally and locally. The last three sections analyse how BtS 
uses juridical, political, and emotional framing to attain their objective.  
After the analysis follows a discussion. The intention here is to discuss how 
the abovementioned frames relate to each other and further how BtS’s use of these 
frames can be seen as a tool for creating awareness and gain momentum. The global 
aspect of BtS will also be included in the discussion; hence the discussion will regard 
how the juridical, political, and emotional framing relates to the global public sphere 
and to what extent this creates awareness within the Israeli public sphere.  
The aim of the following is to clarify the theoretical framework behind the project by 
outlining what kind of theory is being used and how it will be applied in the analysis. 
 
2.1&Theory&
The project is based on two sets of theory, which each highlight parts of the research 
question and they are thereby fundamental for the structure of the analysis. Further-
more the project also draws on the theories and observations made by John Collins in 
his 2011 book Global Palestine. This book provides insight in some of the aspects 
that makes the Palestinian conflict global, which is highly relevant in a research about 
the relationship between the global and the local within a social movement such as 
BtS. This book can help us shed light on how BtS uses the global to create local 
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changes and whether they can actually gain momentum through a position in the 
global public sphere.  
2.1.1&The&Global&Public&Sphere&
One of the frameworks used is theory about the global public sphere. This part uses 
different theorists who have been concerned with the changes civil society and the 
public has gone through and the aspects that makes it global. One of the founding fa-
thers in this regard is Jürgen Habermas and even though he will not be examined in 
depth he cannot be ignored. Among some of the more contemporary theorists in the 
field of global civil society we find Manuel Castells, Craig Calhoun and Ingrid 
Volkmer, who especially focuses on the influence media and media technology have 
had on the transformation of the public sphere. It is in this regard also important to 
notice, that the text by Calhoun used in this project has a rather critical view on Ha-
bermas and his approach to civil society. Instead of using The Structural Transfor-
mation of the Public Sphere from 1962 by Habermas, we will be using a text of Doug-
las Kellner. He identifies himself with the critical Frankfurter School, but does also 
find some parts of Habermas’ work criticisable.  
The theory regarding the global public sphere is especially used in the first 
part of the analysis. Here the aim is to analyse how BtS can be positioned within the 
global public sphere. The theory is supported by examples of the different approaches 
BtS uses in order to gain attention, not only in Israel but also in other parts of the 
world. The global aspect is also used in the second part of the analysis, which is ex-
amining how BtS frames injustice.  
2.1.2&Framing&
Framing theory will in this project be used in connection to how social movements 
use framing to create awareness and thereby attempt to gain momentum. This theoret-
ical framework is a combination of several works on the subject. Among the most im-
portant theorists used are David Snow and Robert Benford, Sidney Tarrow, and 
Charles Tilly. Snow and Benford are representing the overall approach to framing 
theory and their core concepts of diagnostic, prognostic, and motivational framing 
tasks are used to structure the analysis. It would however not be sufficient only to use 
Snow and Benford. Since the focus of this project is on social movements we find it 
relevant to use framing theory directly connected to movements, which makes Tarrow 
and Tilly relevant to include.  
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Both Snow and Benford, and Tarrow emphasise injustice framing as an over-
all frame and we have therefore chosen to do the same. To examine how a social 
movement can use injustice framing is however in our opinion not sufficient. The aim 
is to examine how BtS uses the global to change something locally and in this regard 
we find it necessary to identify different frames “underneath” the injustice. As men-
tioned above the “underneath” frames, juridical, political and emotional are not cho-
sen randomly but is based on theory and empirical data.  
 
The analysis is based on document analysis, and here one approach is to use the theo-
ry to identify some parameters and then use the documents to influence and reshape 
these parameters (Lynggard 2010: 144). In our project this means that the theory is 
going to be used to identify the relevant frames and the empirical data validates the 
choice of frames.  
 
2.2&Empirical&Data&&&&
The empirical data used in this project is a collection of statements made by BtS on 
social media, in opinion articles, and books. BtS is an active user of social media such 
as Facebook and by going through the movement’s online history since 2010 we have 
collected a variety of statements made by BtS. They have also published two books, 
which are used through the analysis. Both books are collections of soldiers’ testimo-
nies, telling about episodes and experiences in the Gaza Strip and the West Bank. The 
first book, Our Harsh Logic is focusing on informing about the situation in the Gaza 
Strip and the West Bank.  
The other book, Children and Youth, is a collection of soldiers’ testimonies telling 
how they have treated  Palestinian children and youth in the Occupied Territories. The 
testimonies in both books give several examples of how it is to be part of IDF and 
how it is to live in the Territories.  
The books provide examples of laws being broken or ignored, which are used as 
foundation for analysing juridical framing. The wrongdoings of the Israeli govern-
ment are something emphasised in the books, but also on social media, in opinion ar-
ticles, and on BtS’s homepage, which is used for analysing political framing. Finally, 
there are several examples in the empirical data of how BtS uses emotions to frame 
their objectives.  
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Through the analysis we attempt to make clear-cut distinctions between the three 
frames. They are however also connected and this shall naturally not be ignored. The 
analysis of emotional framing will therefore draw parallels to the other two frames. 
 
It shall be emphasised that the use of social media can has its negative aspects. In the 
analysis there will be used quotes from BtS’s Facebook page and are used for two 
main reasons. The use of Facebook quotes can in our opinion first of all be seen as an 
easy way and good opportunity for BtS to express how they experience certain sub-
jects within the Occupied Territories. It is in other words a fast way of communi-
cating, which leads to the second reason for using Facebook quotes as empirical data. 
The use of Facebook is also a way for social movements to reach out to a broad audi-
ence, i.e. reaching out to people from all over the world. This is an important tool if 
BtS wants to use the global public sphere to achieve their local aims.  
The same can be said about the books written by BtS in terms of interview 
techniques. This is not something that is accounted for and the testimonies do often 
not start with a question asked by the interviewer. It could indicate that the testimo-
nies in the books are selected parts of longer statements and can be questionable be-
cause we as readers then become unaware of the context of the testimonies. We can 
neither know for sure whether BtS has included all the collected testimonies in the 
books or if they have only chosen those that support their aim.  
This being said we do find the use of the books and Facebook highly useful 
when the aim is to look at framing within a social movement. The publishing of books 
like those are good examples of ways social movements can use framing as a tool for 
gaining attention. The criticism that can be directed against the empirical data collect-
ed from BtS is in fact part of what makes it possible to use framing theory to analyse 
how BtS creates awareness. The fact that the testimonies in the book might just be 
fragments of longer interviews shows us, that BtS has made a conscious selection of 
what to include and exclude.  
 
The empirical data is used in a document analysis, which methodologically in many 
ways is ideal if the intention is to uncover certain processes or developments of norms 
within a movement. A document analysis will often be based on empirical data cover-
ing a specific period, which makes it possible to analyse specific patterns, and it 
makes the results representative (Lynggaard 2010: 137-140).  
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2.3&Delimitations&
There are several aspects a project like this could have gone into depth with. The cri-
tique that can be directed at the collected and used empirical data has already been 
touched upon in the above. It can be argued that the analysis has an empirical bias 
when it all originates from BtS and that it would have been adequate to collect some 
empirical data on our own, e.g. through interviews with BtS and some of their collab-
orators in order to get knowledge about their work. By being in contact with BtS it 
could also have been possible to examine their relation to religion and the role it plays 
in the conflict, which is something that this project only touches briefly upon. The 
religious dimensions of the conflict between Israel and Palestine are something that 
shall not be ignored. It is however not something that BtS pays a lot of attention to 
and we do therefore not see it as a frame relevant to the analysis and discussion, com-
pared to the three frames used.  
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3.0&Context&
3.1&Historical&context&
Understanding the context in which BtS is working is complex and with thousands of 
nuances, and we could easily write an entire project only concerning the historical 
dimensions of the fifty-year old dispute between Israel and Palestine. But this project 
is about whether BtS gather momentum in the local Israeli sphere by using the global 
public sphere. Therefore this chapter is an outline out of what we find important in 
order to understand the framework BtS is working within. 
As mentioned in the pretext BtS was officially founded in 2004 by a small group of 
former Israeli soldiers from the IDF. They did however start collecting testimonies 
from other IDF soldiers already in 2000, which was at the same time as the outbreak 
of the Second Intifada. The Oslo agreement came in 1993 and was a formal agree-
ment between PLO and Israel to pursue a peaceful conflict resolution. When this 
didn’t happen the UN Security Council adopted Resolution 1397, which attempted to 
set up a framework for a two-state solution. (Mitchell 2010:27-48) It was a further 
development of the conference held in Madrid in 1991 and was the first face-to-face 
meeting between the government of Israel and the Palestinian Liberation Organization 
(PLO). 
The accord contained agreements about the Palestinians’ right to self-
governance and the withdrawal of the Israeli troops from the West Bank and the Gaza 
strip. The accord was supposed to last for five years and new negotiations should start 
no later than 1996 (Mitchell 2010: 40). But at the end of 1999 no further development 
of the agreement had been made and the Second Intifada broke out in 2000. Yasser 
Arafat was prepared to declare Palestine an independent state, regardless of the Camp 
David negations. During this period it was rumoured that Palestinian hospitals was 
stocking up on blood and medicine. The Palestinian police was provided with ma-
chineguns and mortars, which was against the terms of the Oslo Accords. In July 
2000 the Imam of the Al-Aksa Mosque declared that it was the duty of Muslims to 
liberate Palestine and several fatwas was issued, which made it difficult, if not impos-
sible, for Arafat to reach any settlements in Camp David. Then Arafat decided to ini-
tiate a liberation struggle, which was the Second Intifada. Then intention of the inti-
fada was to break off the peace process, which Arafat believed happened on Israeli 
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terms. By engaging in a regional Arab-Israeli war he hoped that Israel eventually 
would seek peace on Palestinian terms. (Mitchell 2010:82-85)  
When the former Likud Minister Ariel Sharon in 2001 visited the holy Temple Mount 
Arafat suddenly got a pretext for the intifada, which Muslims and Palestinians around 
the world could rally to, while people in the West and within Israel could hold Sharon 
responsible for the outbreak. Violence escalated rapidly and there were many casual-
ties on both sides of the fighting (Milton-Edwards 2010: 86). Following the Second 
Intifada was years of violence and casualties. In 2002 the building of the separation 
wall was initiated as an Israeli attempt to prevent future violent clashes between Israe-
lis and Palestinians (bbc.co.uk). 
 
The destroying disputes continued during the first 8-10 years of the 21st century and 
escalated again in 2008 where a six-month-long ceasefire ended and both Israelis and 
Palestinians started firing missiles. During a four hour bombing of the Gaza Strip the 
IDF managed to hit over one hundred targets. At the end 13 Israelis and 1500 Pales-
tinians were killed. Some argue that calling this incident a war is not correct; instead 
by looking at the number of death, one might instead call it a massacre on the Pales-
tinians (Collins 2011). 
The most recent and violent outbreak since the Second Intifada in 2000 happened in 
the summer of 2014, where the outbreak happened after the kidnapping and killing of 
three young Israelis. After this followed one month of both air and land offensives 
from both sides. On August 1st a 72 hour ceasefire was agreed on by both sides, but 
was violated two hours later by Palestinian soldiers who attacked and killed two Israe-
li soldiers. Hereafter the offensives continued until August 5th where another ceasefire 
was negotiated, but not until August 10th a lasting ceasefire was agreed on. Since the 
ceasefire there has been several incidents with Palestinian and Israeli-settler confron-
tations and many fear that a third intifada is on the brink of exploding (thetele-
graph.co.uk). The historical outlined above is the context in which BtS is working, but 
the conflict between Israel and Palestine dates back much earlier.  
 
Some scholars does argue that the dispute between the Jews and the Arabs started 
long before the British left the area and is a result of the end of the Ottoman Empire 
during World War I (Wright et al 1989). But since the state of Israel was founded in 
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1948 and later on IDF, which is the source BtS is opposing against we have chosen 
this point of departure. 
After the end of the World War II and the withdrawal of the British Palestine 
mandate, the United Nations separated the area into two – an Arabic and a Jewish ar-
ea with Jerusalem as an international city administered by the UN to avoid conflicts. 
The Jewish part accepted the plan and declared the new state of Israel, while the Ara-
bic part refused. This was the beginning of a period with violent conflicts and ended 
with a tremendous victory for the Israelis while the Palestinians suffered a great loss 
and hundreds of thousands has to flee to the rest of the Arab world. (Milton-Edwards 
2006: 22) 
By the end of the war of 1948 the new state of Israel controlled three quarters of Pal-
estine, which was two times more than originally proposed by the UN. Immigrants 
settled into the Palestinians’ houses and the rest was simply destroyed. Jerusalem 
which was from the proposal from the UN meant to be an internationalised city, 
turned into a separated city.  
After the Israeli independence came several years of important events, these events 
are however not directly relevant to this project and will therefore only shortly be 
mentioned. 
 
In 1949 the Green Line defined the formal borders of Israel and Palestine. The green 
line got its name from the green ink used to draw the line on the amp and separated 
the area into two. This happened during the Armistice Talks between Israel and the 
neighbouring Arab countries, i.e. Syria, Egypt, Jordan, and Lebanon. The green line 
was not intended to be a formal border, but rather a direction for further developments 
in an agreement in how to divide the area (Wright 1989: 25) 
The 1967 Resolution 242 from the UN Security Council demands Israeli with-
drawal from Palestinian territory back to the Green Line. This happened after the Six-
days Way, which was a short but efficient war. The war was a result of an escalation 
of months of tensions between Jordan, Syria, Iraq, and Egypt on the one side and Is-
rael on the other. Israel bombed an Arabic aeroplane shed and thereby got control 
over the airspace, which was the beginning of the war. After the six days, Israel has 
occupied the Sinai Peninsula, the West Bank, East Jerusalem, and the Golan Heights. 
These occupations opened up for the first Israeli settlements on the West Bank and in 
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East Jerusalem, which makes it an important event even though it happened long be-
fore the establishment of Breaking the Silence. 
 
An event we find important to go into more depth with is the war in Lebanon in 1982. 
Ariel Sharon was the Israeli defence-minister at the time but had to resign after the 
war turned out to be a political failure. The Lebanese civil war started in 1975. Pales-
tine was in alliance with the anti-government groups and this strengthened the Israeli 
determination to reinforce their ties with the Christian Marinites and the paramilitary 
Lebanese Force, which was a coalition of Christian militias (Peretz 1996: 82). During 
the late 1970s and early 80’s there were a lot of fighting between IDF troops and pu-
tative PLO-supporters and Israel considered it necessary to undermine PLO, which 
were held accountable for a lot of the Palestinian resistance. A lot of Palestinians had 
fled to south Lebanon and lived in refugee camps at this time. The United States (US) 
managed in 1981 to mediate a ceasefire, which halted Palestinian attacks on Israel and 
Israeli retaliations into Lebanon.  
The ceasefire lasted almost a year. Then the Israeli ambassador in London was 
shot and badly wounded on June 3rd 1982, and Israel immediately blamed the PLO. 
Israel started shelling Palestinian bases in south Lebanon and Palestine responded by 
firing back. Sharon announced that the aim was to eliminate PLO in south Lebanon, 
but fights also broke out in northeast Lebanon between IDF and Syrians.  
Israeli forces reached the outskirts of Beirut rapidly and linked up with Maronite Pha-
lange units. Beirut was besieged by Israel, but was pressured to lift it again. They 
would only lift the siege if the PLO left the country and with help from the US, 
French, and Italian troops the PLO was evacuated and Israeli troops withdrew in mid-
August. The withdrawal did however only last until September, when the President-
elect Bashir Jemayel, who was the Phalange leader, head of the Lebanese Force, and 
close ally of Israel, was killed. Allied with Israel the Phalange militia entered two ref-
ugee camps, and hundreds of Palestinians men, women, and children were killed. The 
massacre shocked large parts of the Israeli society and led to protest demonstration 
organised and joined by thousands of Israelis against the government. (Peretz 1996: 
82-86) The demonstration was at the time one of the largest in Israel. It shows how 
injustice can unite people, which is why we find the 1982 War important even though 
it happened almost 20 years before BtS was founded. Sharon and the rest of the Israeli 
government met a lot of criticism both from the public and from IDF soldiers. One 
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might argue that this opposition has helped BtS and other earlier Israeli social move-
ments. The 1982 War also shows that the conflict between Israel and Palestine is not 
just a conflict within national borders but that it throughout history has involved the 
surrounding Arab countries as well as Western countries, e.g. the US, France, and Ita-
ly. 
 
3.2&The&Global&dimensions&of&the&conflict&
The conflict between Israel and Palestine is first of all a local conflict. As it has been 
stated in the above, it is a conflict between two countries that cannot agree on existing 
side by side and a conflict over religion and territory.  
John Collins argues in his book Global Palestine, that if we want to under-
stand how Palestine matters globally we have to understand the local struggles. The 
historical context section of this project has attempted to create such an understand-
ing. Collins further argues that these local struggles have been seen in relation to se-
ries of global processes that shape the conditions under which we live our lives (Col-
lins 2011:2), meaning that we cannot separate the local from the global. If we want to 
understand one of them we have to understand both due to the connectedness between 
the local and the global. The intention of the following is to focus on some of the as-
pects that make the conflict global, taking its point of departure in Collins’ book. 
Palestine has according to Collins always been global. The creation of the state Israel 
was only possible because of outside powers and Collins further argues that almost 
everything Israel does is done with international contributions (Collins 2011:5). The 
historic connection between Israel, Britain and the US has already been accounted for 
and will therefore not be examined or discussed further. There are other aspects that 
make Palestine and the conflict global and some of these aspects are highly related to 
social movements. Collins talks about a distinction between the globalisation of Pal-
estine and the Palestinisation of the globe. 
The globalisation of Palestine is the same kind of globalisation that has happened in 
most of the world. It regards the growing importance of and dependence on different 
kinds of media, the global market etc. The globalisation of Palestine is part of the 
abovementioned global processes that shape the conditions under which people live. 
This also means that actions of Israel, e.g. IDF are rapidly being spread through main-
stream, independent, and social media (Collins 2011:1).  
! Side!17!af!73!
The meaning of Palestinisation is that Palestine as a “topic” has been global-
ised and a sense of we are all Palestinians has emerged. In terms of the aim of this 
project, it is especially relevant to focus on the Palestinisation. Palestinisation is 
among other things created by the many Palestinian refugees living all over the world. 
They contribute to telling stories, showing pictures, and in other ways spreading and 
maintaining the Palestinian culture. This alone does however not create the Palestini-
sation of the globe. Social movements are playing a growing role in the Palestinisa-
tion. Collins argues that Palestine became the most visible focus of global solidarity 
during the 1990’s and the conflict was evident in the work of many global justice 
movements (Collins 2011: 1). The global solidarity has created a lot of awareness 
about things going on in Israel and Palestine and has also made the presence of inter-
national solidarity activists much bigger within Palestine. The popular presence of 
these solidarity activists and their defence of Palestinian communities is part of the 
globalisation process of Palestine, because they each bring their ideas and notions of 
how to show solidarity to Palestine. Their presence can at the same time be seen as a 
result of the Palestinisation, hence there is a interconnectedness between the two as-
pects (Collins 2011:126-28).  
The above outline of the global aspects of the conflict is important to understand be-
fore moving further to the theoretical framework, because this gives an overall per-
ception of the global and local position of BtS. 
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4.0&Theory&
The project analysis is built on two main theoretical framework – framing and the 
global public sphere. However before outlining these, we find it important to shortly 
account for the notion of injustice. 
4.1&The&notion&of&injustice&
Fundamental for social movements is, that they are based on a common strain of 
thoughts, a feeling that something is wrong in society, and that changes have to hap-
pen. It can be argued that social movements are based on a common ideology. 
Manfred Steger defines ideologies as Comprehensive belief systems composed of pat-
terned ideas and claims to truth (Steger 2008:5). Ideologies can in many ways further 
be compared to religion in the sense that people gather and devote themselves to a 
common denominator. An ideology relies on narratives, metaphors, and myths, which 
persuade, convince, and separates what is conceived as bad from what is conceived as 
good. When these narratives of good and bad are formulated it also divides people 
into those who agree and those who do not. Ideologies are based on human emotions 
and create bonds of solidarity within the ideology. 
Ideologies have undergone changes, among other thing the notion of justice 
has become more. During the 1990s references to global citizenship started to occur 
and values of global justice and solidarity with people beyond one’s own borders 
started to emerge. Social movements became more globally oriented and created alli-
ances with other movements forming global justice movements. These global justice 
movements mobilised and united people from all around the world to protest against 
what they conceived as global injustice (Steger 2008: 198). It is however important to 
note that Steger does not argue that the global has replaced the national. His argument 
is rather that even though the global changes the political, cultural, and geographical 
contexts of belonging it also supplements and strengthens the very same things 
(Steger 2008: 14). 
Social movements use frames to create a certain discourse and a big part of the fram-
ing is the sense of grievance and injustice. Sidney Tarrow argues in this regard that 
any movement against oppression has to develop a new diagnosis and remedy for ex-
isting forms of suffering, a diagnosis and remedy by which this suffering stands mor-
ally condemned (Tarrow 2011:145), meaning that it is central to a social movement to 
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identify the injustice occurring, hold someone responsible for the injustice, and pro-
pose solutions to it (Tarrow 2011:145). 
Collins is also emphasising the role of injustice. He says that the injustice tak-
ing place in Palestine are important not only in and of themselves, but also in terms of 
their global implications (Collins 2011:8). The global recognition of the importance 
of the injustice taking place is becoming the foundation for the before mentioned soli-
darity movements. A lot of these solidarity movements come from a broader opposi-
tion towards hierarchical, undemocratic and predatory structures associated with 
global capitalism and US imperialism (Collins 2011: 8).  
 
With a point of departure in the section outlined above, it is evident that injustice is an 
essential aspect in the ideology of social movements. This leads us further to the first 
of out two theoretical frameworks – the global public sphere. 
 
4.2&The&Global&Public&Sphere&
The intention of this section is to examine how BtS positions itself within a global 
public sphere. The following will account for some theories concerning the global 
public sphere, in order to make it possible to analyse BtS’s position within it. 
 
The public sphere has undergone a lot of changes since the emergence of globalisa-
tion and especially media and the Internet is severely important today. Habermas in-
vestigates in his 1962 book The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere, how 
the public sphere emerged during the Enlightenment and the French Revolution, and 
how it promoted political discussion and debates. Habermas argues, according to 
Douglas Kellner, that a bourgeois public sphere started to appear around 1700, 
(Kellner 2000:3) and a discourse of the common good was created (Calhoun 
2001:1897). During the late nineteenth century the bourgeois public sphere was 
changed. Private interests started to assume direct political functions and the state be-
gan to play a more direct and fundamental role in the private everyday life. Public 
opinion was formed by the dominant elites (Kellner 2000:4). 
The public sphere is where citizens can express their opinions and thereby influence 
the society they live in. The public sphere is a space for communicating ideas and is 
influenced by psychical space, cultural institutions, and informal networks (Castells 
! Side!20!af!73!
2008:78). Distinguished by openness of communication and a focus on the public 
good, the public sphere foremost addresses and seeks to influence the state but may 
also seek to influence civil society and private life (Calhoun 2001:1897). It is im-
portant to note that the public sphere and civil society are two distinct entities influ-
encing on each other but concerning different aspects of society. Public sphere can be 
defined, as the attempt to gain influence or create change and civil society is the or-
ganisation of civilians who wishes to influence or change (Calhoun 1993:269). 
As mentioned above, the idea of a public sphere emerged during the eighteenth centu-
ry, according to Calhoun. Whereas Calhoun does not mention the emergence of a 
global public sphere, Rudolf Stichweh does. Stichweh argues that the public sphere 
and the global public sphere emerged more or less at the same time. In the eighteenth 
century there were both a national and a European public, and even though a Europe-
an public is not the same as a global public, Stichweh argues that the step from the 
first to the latter is small (Stichweh 2003:26). Stichweh further describes the global 
public sphere, both the one of today and the one of the eighteenth century, as some-
thing not related to an individual state but consist[ing] of a network of observations 
which refers equally to individual states as to interdependencies and interactions in 
the global system of states (Stichweh 2009:27).  
Castells also argue that there is a public sphere in the international arena. Ac-
cording to him one of the factors creating this globalisation is the emergence of global 
security as a shared problem. National state-power is being undermined by a global 
civil society, which creates a gap between the local and the global. This further cre-
ates a crisis of the national public sphere, which in turn strengthens the internation-
al/global public sphere. The public sphere within the international arena exists within 
a political and institutional space shaped by relationships between states and non-state 
actors. This public sphere is thereby not subject to a sovereign power but consists in-
stead of a combination of multinational business, world religions, self-defined cos-
mopolitans, and movements (Castells 2008: 82). The geopolitical structure has 
changed. This means that the nation state becomes incorporated into regional and 
globalized governance structures (Volkmer 2014: 5), which further means that society 
now not necessarily is the same as the political community or state (Calhoun 
1993:270). The public sphere has in Stichweh’s words become an internal environ-
ment of world polity (Stichweh 2003: 26). 
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4.2.1&Media&
One of the factors that make the public sphere global is the role of media. Ingrid 
Volkmer argues in this respect that the use of media on a global scale isn’t something 
new. By the end of the nineteenth century newspapers and other print media were 
commercialised and there were an established flow of foreign news, which served the 
information need of a growing public. With the emergence of satellite technologies 
there were a new internationalisation of news – it was now easier to follow what was 
going on around the world. Volkmer refers to Marshall McLuahn, who talks about 
how cultures and societies become included in a global village because of the expo-
sure to the same sights and sounds. Cultural habits become in other words homoge-
nised (Volkmer 2003:9-11). The psychical space, cultural institutions and informal 
networks have, as mentioned above, always been important in shaping a public 
sphere, and since the industrialisation, media also gained an important role. The glob-
al public sphere depends largely on the communicating media system, both locally 
and globally and creates what Castells calls mass self-communication. Mass self-
communication builds on the idea, that the public is constituted around the media sys-
tem, instead of being bound to national institutions (Castells 2008). Habermas is, ac-
cording to Kellner, also concerned with the importance of media, which in his opinion 
has an important function in politics and everyday life. He further states that corporate 
interests have colonised the public sphere. Media becomes a tool through which one 
can promote his own interests and media corporations can shape, construct, and limit 
the public discourse (Kellner 2000:6). 
Globalisation has created a political system consisting of a global civil society and a 
global network that supersedes the pre-existing nation states. This does however not 
mean that the nation states are dissolved into a global government but rather that the 
distinction between national and international has become less clear (Castells 
2008:89). In connection to media we also have mass media. The use of mass media 
and the Internet is an easy way to spread opinions (Stichweh 2003:28) and functions 
as a way for non-state actors to gain influence (Castells 2008:90). Through the use of 
the Internet the world public can easily be accessed. This has spurred a further trans-
formation of the public sphere. 
The public sphere is in permanent transformation and adapts to changes in society 
(Albrow & Glasius 2007:1). The public sphere has changed with the rise of social 
movements, new technologies, and spaces of public interaction, which, according to 
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Kellner, has created multiple public spheres. These public spheres are overlapping 
and at times conflicting. Examples of such public spheres are spheres of excluded 
groups and women’s public spheres and these give the concerned sphere a greater op-
portunity to gain influence and possibly create change (Kellner 2000:5). The local, 
national and global are according to Volkmer no longer distinct spheres, but are in-
stead merging in particular communicative contexts (Volkmer 2014: 3). Volkmer ar-
gues that during the 1960s social movements started to emerge around issues of hu-
man rights as a transnational deliberate sphere vis-à-vis the normative form of na-
tional publics (in plural!) (Volkmer 2014: 32), which was made possible by the mass 
media age. This further led to the emergence of mediated activism, which happened 
through a transnational centrality of thematic publics (Volkmer 2014: 32). What is 
interesting about this in connection to BtS and this project is the transnational aspect 
of activism and that Volkmer does not talk about one public but publics. This can 
prove to be an important tool for BtS, when they try to create awareness outside of the 
Israeli borders. Another interesting aspect Volkmer talks about is that the transnation-
al publics can be characterised by a ‘lifting out’ of the national space of communities 
of ‘fate’ (Volkmer 2014: 33). This creates disembedded communities consisting of 
forced migrants or mobile communities of a nation who do not live within the state. 
What this means is, that there are transnational publics that might represent a nation 
but does not belong to a state, which creates the abovementioned disembedded com-
munities (Volkmer 2014: 33). This can be connected to the aforementioned Palestini-
sation of the globe presented by John Collins. What he means by this is that Palestini-
an refugees around the world plays an important role in telling their own and others’ 
stories about Palestine and thereby creating a global awareness, which then can create 
these transnational publics.  
Arjun Appadurai is also emphasising the effect media has on globalisation and 
the public sphere. Media has transformed the field of mass mediation and offers new 
disciplines for the construction of the imagined selves and worlds. Mass mediation of 
media connected with mass migration creates diasporic public spheres, which relates 
to Collins’ Palestinisation of the globe, meaning that people “belonging” to one nation 
might sit in another county and from here uphold the nationality. (Appadurai 2010: 3-
4) Appadurai further argues that media creates communities with no sense of place 
(Appadurai 2010:29) and that the traditional neighbourlines are reshaped. Neighbours 
does not necessarily have to be those living next to us, but can also be neighbours cre-
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ated out of imaginaries shaped by common understandings (Appadurai 2010: 29). 
This again relates to Volkmer’s theory of transnational publics created transnationally 
on the basis of being a nation without a state.  
 
In the section outlined above we have shown how the public sphere has undergone 
transformation and how it today is influenced globally, with a special emphasis on the 
role of media. Furthermore we have outlined how social movement and communities 
are shaped and created by these global aspects and media.  
 
4.3&Framing&&
In the following part of the theoretical section we are going to outline some overall 
assumptions about how framing is used and perceived. This is important in order to 
get a basic understanding of how framing is used by social movements to gain influ-
ence and create change. More specific theoretical approaches to juridical, political and 
emotional framing will though not be outlined before they are being used in the anal-
ysis. 
In simplistic terms framing is explained as the frame around a picture – attention is 
focused around what is important and relevant inside the frame and away from irrele-
vant items in the field investigated (Johnston et.al 2005: 2). William Gamson and 
Ambrosio Modigliani argue that how the public experience a political event or situa-
tion depend on how it is framed. They furthermore argue that framing is a central line 
of idea or story line that provides meaning to an unfolding strip of events, weaving a 
connection among them. The frame suggests what the controversy is about, the es-
sence of the issue (Gamson & Modigliani 1987 in Gross 2008: 170). Kimberly Gross 
and Lisa D'Ambrosio furthermore outline that the idea of frames is that by making 
certain things visible or explore different aspect in a certain way, it is possible to 
guide individuals’ thinking in a predictable way and lead their thinking to predictable 
conclusions. These studies by Gamson and Modigliani indicate that framing processes 
have powerful effects, but it is important to ask the question: why should public opin-
ion depend on how media frames a certain issue? According to Gross and D'Ambro-
sio one of the explanations is that people are limited-capacity processor, which means 
that they are not cable of studying every single aspect of a certain issue. Instead they 
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consider only a subset of everything as potentially relevant and this is primarily what 
is accessible and what is easily retrieved.  
In other words when individuals are asked for their opinion they seek and 
copy considerations that are accessible at the moment, and frames helps them to de-
termine these, because when a certain frame is dominating, certain considerations are 
highlighted and some falls behind.  
 
When focusing on social movements, framing processes can in this context be ex-
plained as the identification of a social or political problem, the parties responsible for 
the problem, and a possible solution to it (Johnston et al 2005: 3). These processes of 
framing are powerful concepts that can provide valuable insights to how social 
movements construct their self-presentation and how gaining support from others is 
an important process (Oliver et al 2000: 38). 
But for a successful frame of action, it is not sufficient for a social movement to only 
identify injustice, the people responsible and a solution, it is also important to reso-
nate with the audience – gain support from the audience. This is what Tarrow, as 
mentioned earlier on, calls injustice framing. By identifying unjust actions it is possi-
ble to mobilise people, who also perceive the action as unjust, and the framework for 
a social movement is thereby created. This process is often also referred to as collec-
tive action frames (Tarrow 2011: 145).  
According to David Snow and Robert Benford a frame is an interpretative schema 
that simplifies and condenses the ’world out there’ by selectively punctuating and en-
coding objects, situations, events, experiences and sequences of action (Benford and 
Snow 1988 in Johnston et.al. 2005: 3). 
In order to understand the framing process of social movements, studies have used the 
core concepts of collective action frames, defined by Benford and Snow. They have 
identified three framing tasks, which are diagnostic framing, prognostic framing, and 
motivational framing. These three framing tasks offer solutions to what frames must 
do in order to mobilize people for action. They argue, that even when there are clear 
signs of injustice, individuals must be convinced that there is a need for collective ac-
tion before a social movement can take form (Johnston et al 2005: 2). 
Diagnostic framing is also referred to as the injustice frame, where movements identi-
fy the victims of a given case and increase their victimisation (Benford et al 2000: 
616). Prognostic framing is the formulation of a proposal for a solution to the prob-
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lem - or at least a plan of attack, and the way to carry out the plan. Some scholars ar-
gue that there is a link between  Social Movement Organization’s (SMO) diagnostic 
and prognostic framings - therefore the identification of specific problems and causes 
tends to constrain the range of possible solutions and strategies advocated. As with 
other framing activities it is important to keep in mind that prognostic framing takes 
place within a multi-organisational field, consisting of various SMOs constituting a 
movement industry, their opponents, targets of influence, media and bystanders (Ben-
ford et al 2000: 617). Motivational framing provides a "call to arms" or a construction 
for the rationale for engaging in a collective action with appropriate words of motives 
(Benford et al 2000: 617).  
The abovementioned processes and tasks are highly relevant when analysing a social 
movement such as BtS, because they use different tools to create awareness of their 
objective. These three framing tasks basically entail what Gamson calls the agency 
component of collective action frames. 
 
Charles Tilly describes in his work collective action as a function of interest, organi-
zation, mobilisation of resources, power, repression and opportunities. Furthermore he 
describes the above mentioned as structural in nature and independent of individual 
beliefs and feelings.  
This notion of collective action frames made by Tilly is characteristic for the socio-
logical work done in the 1960’s and 1970’s, where focus was on the structuralist and 
rational functions within framing. What changed later in the 1980’s and 1990’s was 
that notions of collective actions became more focused on schemas and identity. At 
that time scholars tend to treat the notion of collective frames in a more psychological 
way such as schema, and thereby forgetting the interactive, constructivist character of 
movement framing processes. According to Benford and Snow it is important to keep 
in mind that what distinguishes collective frames from schema and other related cog-
nitive constructs is that collective action frames are not merely aggregations of indi-
vidual attitudes and perceptions, but also the outcome of negotiating shared meanings 
(Gamson 1992a: 111 in Benford et al 2000: 614). 
 
In general terms core framing processes indicate that collective action frames are not 
static, reified entities, but are continuously being constituted, contested, reproduced, 
transformed and replaced during the course of social movement activity. Therefore 
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framing is a dynamic on-going process, and does not occur in a structural or cultural 
vacuum. Instead framing processes are affected by a number of elements of the socio-
cultural context in which they are embedded. Social movements should therefore be 
seen in a dynamic framework - that is according to Tarrow not a new idea. According 
to Tarrow the challenge is that both resource mobilisation and political process ap-
proaches are too movement-centred, and hence it is difficult to identify how they in-
teract over time with other elements of the polity (Tarrow 2012: 22). 
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5.0&Analysis&
5.1&Breaking&the&Silence&in&the&Global&Public&Sphere&
Before analysing the frames BtS is using in order to create awareness of the missions 
carried out by IDF in the Occupied Territories. We will start the analysis with an out-
line of how BtS position itself in respectively the global public sphere and the local 
Israeli sphere, and what tools they are using in order to reach its audience. 
For BtS, the aim of their work is shedding light on Israel’s operational methods in the 
Territories and encountering debate about the true nature of the Occupation (Break-
ing the Silence 2012A: xvi) Here a special emphasis is on exposing the Israelis to the 
everyday life in the Occupied Territories, because as they express on their web page: 
While this reality is known to Israeli soldiers and commanders, Israeli society contin-
ues to turn a blind eye, and to deny that what is done in its name (ibid). 
What can be outlined from this quote is that BtS has experienced a lacking opportuni-
ty to reach and gain momentum among civil society in Israel. There is a discourse of 
denying or as BtS argue turning the blind eye to the operations carried out by IDF in 
the Occupied Territories.  
Hence BtS is aware of the fact that it is very complicated to gain influence and change 
the discourse through the local public sphere, but they see it as their moral obligation 
to expose the policies of IDF in order to create a foundation for a more just society 
(Breaking the Silence 2012A: xvi).  
 
As mentioned in the theoretical chapter, the public sphere is not a static formation, but 
is rather in constant transformation. Hence it can be argued that it is not impossible 
for BtS to change the notion and knowledge of what is being carried out in the Occu-
pied Territories, by solely trying to gain momentum by using the local public sphere.  
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This became for example clear in 2010 where their Facebook page was hacked prior 
to the release of testimonies and again in 2011 where BtS on their Facebook page ex-
press as follows:  
 
We got some great free publicity in the Knesset just now! During the debate 
about the proposed bill to investigate human rights NGOs (which did not 
pass), a member of Knesset was removed from the podium after she showed 
pages and images from our book "Occupation of the Territories", claiming it 
was all fabricated. (Breaking the Silence Facebook page –Appendix 12) 
 
Instead we have identified, after a thoroughly scrutiny of their activities, how BtS has 
played a very visible role in the global public sphere. Here one might argue that the 
perceptions of what is going on in the Occupied Territories is to a larger extent nu-
anced. As we have outlined in the theoretical chapter, social movements using the 
transnational spheres to create awareness of injustice is not a new thing, but some-
thing that emerged with mass media.  
With the emergence of mass media, forms of mediated activism occurred with new 
opportunities of capturing the attention of the international society. Greenpeace was 
one of the first NGOs in the late 1980s that with their anti-nuclear program captured 
the world attention with the use of international mass media. Social movements are 
often linked to some kind of information transfer, which depend on the linking of not 
before connected sites. In other words one might explain this in a context of move-
ments as a lifting out of the national space of communities and placing a community, 
in our example BtS, in a global public sphere. Here it engages in the activist web 
sphere and thereby gets exposed to a variety of publics around the world. Volkmer 
argues that today NGOs establish their own transnational thematic publics through the 
use of social media. (Volkmer 2014: 32-3) 
 
With a point of departure in Volkmer’s notes of transnational publics it is possible to 
explain how BtS use media and the international publics in order to create awareness 
about operations by the IDF in the Occupied Territories. It can be argued; that in or-
der to reach the public in Israel it should be sufficient to use local media and publish 
reports and books in Hebrew. Instead BtS has chosen to create both a web page, a Fa-
cebook page with almost 144.000 likes and a twitter profile with around 9000 follow-
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ers from all over the world in both English and Hebrew. Here testimonies and news-
feed are held both in English and Hebrew making sure that the global society is initi-
ated in the experiences expressed by the former Israeli Soldiers (Breaking the Silence 
2012A). Furthermore their book Our Harsh Logic: Israeli soldiers’ testimonies from 
the occupied territories, 2000-2010 was first published in Hebrew in 2010 and later 
translated into English, Swedish, German and Dutch (ngo-monitor.org). The same 
applies with the book Children and Youth Soldiers’ Testimonies 2005-2011, which is 
used later in the analysis about juridical framing. The above mentioned shows us that 
BtS in its attempt to spread the knowledge of the action done by the IDF has expand-
ed to not only local Israeli spheres, but has positioned itself within a larger scale of 
global public spheres. 
Even though mass media is used as an very important tool in reaching their audience 
both in the local and the global, it is also crucial to keep in mind that framing a mes-
sage is not only about getting it out to the public through mass media. Framing certain 
aspects of injustice is also about using the right language and symbols in order to 
reach the sensibility of the audience. It is in other words important to create frames 
that can be understood in a broad range of cultural contexts.  
 
After addressing how BtS is using the global public sphere in order to create aware-
ness of the situation in the Occupied Territories we will now move further into the 
analysis of how BtS uses injustice as a tool for framing the actions of IDF in the Oc-
cupied Territories.  
 
5.2&Framing&injustice&
After analysing how BtS position itself within the global public sphere, it has become 
evident how they depend on many factors and tools if they want to gain enough atten-
tion and facilitate change. It has also been stated that social movements today place 
themselves within the global public sphere in order to promote and attain their local 
goals. As mentioned in the previous chapter, in the case of BtS one of their main ways 
of doing this is through the use of the Internet and mass media. By doing so they can 
spread their message faster and easier, and reach out to a bigger audience. It has in the 
theory been established that the way a social movement chooses to create awareness, 
i.e. frame the objective, is of big importance. The aim of this part of the analysis is to 
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examine how BtS use injustice as an overarching frame and foundation of the move-
ment. 
 
Collins argues that injustice plays a big role in the globalisation of Palestine and in the 
Palestinisation of the globe, and he further argues that injustice is one of the main as-
pects that make the conflict global. One of the reasons to this is that injustice appeals 
to global solidarity movements. (Collins 2011: 2) This is also one of our main reasons 
for choosing injustice framing as the overall frame in this analysis, because it serves 
as an ideal tool for analysing how a social movement such as BtS can appeal to the 
public both locally and globally. 
Tarrow argues that if social movements want to be successful in mobilising people, an 
unjust action has to be identified. It is also necessary to identify the people who 
should be held responsible for the injustice, and propose solutions to the problem. 
This is also what Benford and Snow term as the core framing tasks. Tarrow further 
argues that social movements use frames to create a certain discourse and a big part of 
the framing is the sense of grievance and injustice. (Tarrow 2011:145) (Johnston et al 
2005: 2) 
The grievance of BtS started out as being the ignorance of the Israeli public. The sol-
diers who are part of BtS experience an Israeli disregard towards things happening in 
the Occupied Territories. Their aim is therefore to create awareness and make the Is-
raeli society stop turning the blind eye towards the situation (breakingthesi-
lence.org.il). The occupation has also become a growing part of their objective and, 
the unjust treatment of Palestinians is something that BtS is very concerned about. 
Injustice framing is insufficient if people privately adopt different interpretations of 
what is happening, hence it is important for the social movement to attempt to make 
the objective shared by potential challengers. Not until then will BtS be able to create 
a collective adoption of the injustice frame. BtS attempts to create this collective 
adoption by offering tours in Hebron and the South Hebron Hills with the aim of giv-
ing the Israeli public access to the reality, which exists minutes from their own homes 
(…) (breakingthesilence.org.il). A recent Facebook update illustrates very well both 
what BtS is opposing against and how they are trying to create awareness. On De-
cember 12th 2014 they wrote as follows: 
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Its been a busy week here at BtS, meeting and talking with school students, re-
porters, professors and university students about the silenced reality of occu-
pation in the West Bank. We protested the South Hebron Hills settlers' art ex-
hibition, toured Hebron with the public, and continued to call for an end to the 
occupation! (Breaking the Silence Facebook page - Appendix 5) 
 
The quote above shows that BtS attempts to create awareness in different ways, prob-
ably in order to make as many as possible aware of the injustice they have experi-
enced serving IDF. The quote also provides an actual solution to the injustice they are 
fighting – an end to the occupation. Johnston and Noakes argue in relation to this that 
even though there might be obvious unjust actions happening, people still have to be 
reminded that collective action is needed (Johnston et al 2005: 2). This means that it 
is not enough for BtS to point out that they want an end to the occupation. BtS have to 
remind people that they have to be part of the solution, e.g. by joining BtS on their 
tours in Hebron and the South Hebron Hills and when they arrange protests.  
The ones mainly responsible for the grievance and the injustice is the Israeli govern-
ment who, according to BtS, keeps justifying the actions in the name of Israel’s secu-
rity and as unique cases. Several of the soldiers’ testimonies do also reveal that there 
is a big gap between the law and the conduct. In the testimonies it becomes evident 
that a lot of the things done by the soldiers, e.g. mappings, searches at checkpoints, 
and detentions, are not done on the basis of strict forms. In the quote above BtS also 
criticise the Israeli settlers by choosing to protest at an exhibition of the settlers’ art. 
Manfred Steger argues that a fundamental thing that binds social movements together 
is what the individuals within the movement consider as good and bad (Steger 2008: 
5). The distinction between good and bad divides people and can be a way of creating 
what Volkmer calls transnational communities. It has already been determined that 
BtS actively has positioned themselves within the global public sphere and besides 
the role of the media, injustice is also essential. By using mass media, BtS can easier 
spread their discourse of good and bad, and connect with people from all over the 
world. 
It is however not sufficient only to identify the unjust actions, the persons responsible, 
and possible solutions to the problem. What follows is the analysis of three frames – 
juridical, political and emotional, which are all connected to the overall injustice 
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frame, but at the same goes more into depth with concrete aspects that clarify how 
BtS perceive and articulate injustice.  
 
5.3&Juridical&Framing&
After outlining the position BtS has both in the global and local public sphere and 
moreover how they use the global public sphere in order to frame the injustice they 
have experienced in the Occupied Territories, we will now turn to the juridical fram-
ing of injustice.  
It is not BtS’s goal to change Israeli law or to influence it directly in other 
ways. This does however not mean, that they do not use a juridical way of framing, 
when they express their aims and the injustice they are experiencing. Benford and 
Snow’s concept of diagnostic framing refers to the way a social movement can frame 
the actions of an authority as unjust. The legal system is undeniably part of the au-
thority, especially in a case such as the conflict between Israel and Palestine, where 
there seems to be a gap between law and conduct. The way BtS uses diagnostic fram-
ing is then among other things to focus on laws that are being broken or in other ways 
not followed. By doing so they attempt to appeal to the sense of justice among the re-
ceivers. 
In the testimonies and posts on social media published by BtS it becomes clear that 
they focus on both national law and justice and on internationally recognised law and 
justice, such as the Human Rights and the United Nations Convention on the Rights of 
the Children. Many of the soldiers serving in the Occupied Territories experience that 
new regulations often appear, while others disappear frequently and without warning. 
This makes it difficult for the soldiers to know which rules apply and which norms to 
follow (Breaking the Silence 2012A: 285).  
BtS makes a lot of references to international law and norms, which thereby 
becomes central in their use of juridical framing. The Human Rights and the Conven-
tion on the Rights of the Children will among other empirical data be used as exam-
ples of international law that are being referred to in BtS’s juridical framing. 
 
5.3.1&Human&Rights&
Human Rights became binding for all the UN signatory states in 1948 with the adop-
tion of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The Human Rights doctrine is not 
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legally binding according to international law but is recognised as a fundamental 
principle by all countries around the world (unicef.orgA). Although the Declaration is 
not legally binding, the UN has since adopted many treaties and agreements that are. 
Human rights are something that also concerns BtS and is being used as one of their 
tools in juridical framing. BtS is, as mentioned above, active users of social media and 
are not only using it to post their own opinions and experiences but is also using it to 
share the work other social movements are doing.  
When going through BtS’s Facebook page many examples of the mentioning 
of human rights can be found. There are examples of references to other similar social 
movements’ fights for human rights and their own emphasis on the topic. On Novem-
ber 25th 2014 the Israeli NGO B'Tselem – The Israeli Information Centre for Human 
Rights in the Occupied Territories received the Stockholm Human Rights Award. The 
award is given to an individual or an institution for outstanding contributions to the 
rule of law and the promotion and protection of human rights (Breaking the Silence 
Facebook page – Appendix 3) and to B’Tselem for shedding international light on 
human rights violations in Israel and the Occupied Palestinian Territories. Even 
though this award was not given to BtS, the attention they pay to it can be seen as a 
way of showing that they too emphasise the importance of human rights. 
 
Another example of BtS’s use of Human Rights is when they urge their followers on 
social media to join the Human Rights march. Every year on International Human 
Rights Day in December, people gather in Tel Aviv to march together in the name of 
human rights to all. The march is organised by the Association for Civil Rights in Is-
rael and invites people to show their flag and march for the human rights cause they 
individually feel strongly about (acri.org.il). BtS wrote in December 2010: Join the 
Israeli Human Rights March tomorrow! Join dozens of Israelis civil society organiza-
tions in demanding the safeguarding of civil liberties and human rights! (Breaking the 
Silence Facebook page – Appendix 13). 
In December 2013 they once gain encourage their followers to join the march: 
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Today, on the 10th of December, the entire world is celebrating Human Rights 
Day. But we and our hundreds of testifiers, who have broken the silence about 
their service in the Occupied Territories, know that human rights are violated 
there on a day to day basis  (Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 
7) 
 
The second quote makes a direct connection between human rights and the aim of the 
soldiers’ testimonies, and is thereby trying to turn attention to the violations of Hu-
man Rights happening in the Occupied Territories, which is a clear use of framing. 
BtS has posted a picture beneath the latter quote with the text There are no human 
rights under occupation.  (Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 7), which 
makes the emphasis of human rights even more evident. 
The link between the occupation and the lack of human rights can implicitly be seen 
as a violation of internationally recognized norms and law, hence it is a clear example 
of the use of diagnostic framing in terms of identifying an injustice that “appeals” to a 
lot of people, which thereby strengthens BtS. 
BtS is however not only concerned with Human Rights in general but also with the 
impact the occupation has on children and youth. 
5.3.2&Convention&on&the&Rights&of&the&Children&
The Convention on the Rights of the Children was adopted in November 1989. The 
world has for about 25 years been committed to protect and promote the rights and 
survival of children under the age of 18. The Convention applies to all children equal-
ly but does at the same time seek to protect those who are more vulnerable, such as 
ethnic minority children (unicef.orgB). When BtS posts pictures and stories from their 
tours in and around Hebron it often involve the impact the occupation has on children. 
When there are fights between Palestinians and the Israeli settlers or when new Pales-
tinian houses are annexed, the children are often in focus. The use of photos of chil-
dren standing in the ruins of what used to be their home is however an emotional 
frame, which we will elaborate on further down in the last part of the analysis. What 
this part seeks to do is rather to investigate how BtS uses children in a juridical 
framework, which is why the Convention is relevant.   
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BtS published in August 2012 a booklet named Children and Youth – Soldiers’ Testi-
monies 2005-2011. Just as their book Our Harsh Logic, the booklet is a collection of 
testimonies but this time with a focus on soldiers’ treatment of children when they 
served IDF. In the introduction of the book they write: 
 
…testifiers depict a routine in which Palestinian minors, often under 10 years 
of age, are treated in a manner that ignores their young age, and how, in 
practicality, they are perceived by both the soldiers and the military system at 
large as subject to the same treatment as adults. (Breaking the Silence 2012B: 
5) 
 
Moreover they point out that whereas Israel has signed the Convention on the Rights 
of the Children, and Israeli children thereby enjoy the protection of the convention, 
Palestine was not at that time signatory to the Convention, which left Palestinian chil-
dren unprotected. It shall in this regard be mentioned that Palestine signed the Con-
vention in April 2014. This does however not make the fact that BtS refers directly to 
the Convention less interesting in terms of injustice and juridical framing. 
5.3.3&The&Geneva&Convention/Other&International&Law&
Besides showing how the soldiers treat children in the Gaza Strip and the West Bank, 
the booklet also provides examples of laws being broken. 
In the introduction of the booklet, we find the following quote: 
 
Despite Israel’s High Court of Justice’s ruling that sweepingly forbade the use 
of human shields, soldiers speak of commanders who continue to implement 
this procedure, at times using children for this purpose (15 and 17)  
(Breaking the Silence 2012B: 5) 
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In one of the testimonies mentioned in the above quote (nr. 15) a soldier elaborates on 
the use of human shields. The soldier does not refer to the procedure as use of human 
shields but as the neighbour procedure: 
 
…neighbours were required to enter a house after its inhabitants got out, to 
make sure no one stayed inside. There are many problems with this procedure 
beyond the fact that there had been a ruling made by the High Court of Justice 
in November 2002 or a bit earlier against using the procedure.  
(Breaking the Silence 2012B: 25) 
 
What the testifying soldier here is talking about is the use of the neighbour procedure, 
which is used as a way of clearing the houses, when the soldiers are on arrest mis-
sions. A neighbour will be told to go inside the house, after the residents have been 
asked to leave it, and search for the person the soldiers have to arrest, if he/she has not 
left the house together with the other residents. Both of the above quotes show that 
the use of this procedure has been deemed illegal by the High Court. This forbidding 
of the neighbour procedure happened allegedly after an incident where a neighbour 
was killed when he was searching for the person who should be arrested. The testify-
ing soldier goes on by telling that there were a general awareness of the illegality of 
using the neighbour procedure and says that Besides being illegal, at times use was 
made of women and children for this purpose. (Breaking the Silence 2012B: 25) It is 
also stated in the testimony that it was deemed unacceptable to use women and chil-
dren in the neighbour procedure, but that it nevertheless happened regularly. 
The mentioning of the use of human shields is a good example on how the juridical 
framing is used by BtS. The Geneva Convention states that it is prohibited to use hu-
man shields and when BtS chooses to use the term human shield instead of neighbour 
procedure it can be seen as a direct reference to international law. It shall in this re-
gard also be mentioned, that Israel signed and ratified the Geneva Convention in 
1951.   
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5.3.4&One&Rule,&Two&Legal&Systems&
A fourth and final example of how BtS uses juridical framing is a very recent post on 
Facebook. On December 9th 2014 they wrote the following: 
 
When we served in the territories we knew very well what two separate law 
systems look like, one for Israelis and one for Palestinians.  
(Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 4) 
 
The post on Facebook was made in connection to the release of a comprehensive re-
port made by the Association for Civil Rights in Israel (ACRI), with the title One 
Rule, Two Legal Systems: Israel's Regime of Laws in the West Bank. The report is 
produced in collaboration with among others the European Union and its aim is to 
give an adequate analysis of the nature of the legal regime operating in the West Bank 
(acri.org). The report examines several different legal aspects and concludes in the 
end that there is:                                               
…an official and comprehensive regime of separation between the laws apply-
ing to settlers and those applying to Palestinians in the West Bank, based on 
an ethnic-national distinction. (ACRI 2014: 143). 
 
The fact that BtS refers to the report supports the argument of this part of the analysis, 
i.e. that BtS uses juridical framing in order to create awareness, even though BtS has 
not been involved in the creation of the report. In the Facebook post they also refers to 
B’Tselem, who has made a video that illustrates the argument of the report. They also 
refer to a testimony given to BtS and this example of juridical framing therefore 
shows that BtS is using framing in many ways, which also will become clear in the 
following. In the testimony cited in the following quote the soldier is also arguing that 
different rules apply when it comes to Jews and Arabs: 
 
There was nothing I could do. I’d yell at him to stop it, what could I do? No 
orders, that’s the problem. That’s the source of the problem, no orders against 
Jews. In my opinion, in some of these places the Jews are far more dangerous. 
(breakingthesilence.org.il) 
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The quote outlines above is an answer to a question regarding what soldiers usually 
do, if the Jews throw stones at them, and it seems evident that the soldiers feel power-
less in those cases. The quote further shows the religious distinction that is often 
made. The soldier says no orders against Jews, instead of no orders against Israelis, 
which might indicate that religion plays a very central role in the perception of the 
conflict. 
 
5.3.5&Preliminary&Conclusion&
The examples given above show that juridical framing can be used in several ways. 
All four examples are ways BtS uses diagnostic framing in order to create awareness 
from a juridical framing perspective. When BtS on different occasions refer to human 
rights they use diagnostic framing in terms of identifying an injustice that a lot of 
people probably can relate to. Prognostic framing is the proposal for solutions to the 
problem identified in the diagnostic framing and even though BtS does not directly 
propose solutions to the occurring injustice it can be argued that they use prognostic 
framing. Prognostic framing takes place within a multi-organisational field so when 
BtS choses to mention Human Rights legislation, the Convention on the Rights of the 
Children, and indirectly other international laws, they take up some topics that many 
social movements are concerned about. Benford and Snow argue that if the framing 
used by a social movement is going to be successful they can rarely work completely 
on their own (Benford et al 2000). By collaborating with other movements on a spe-
cific topic such as human rights it is possible to mobilise more people and thereby 
create more awareness and gain more momentum. The direct reference to the Conven-
tion on the Rights of the Children and the more indirect reference to the Geneva Con-
vention can also be seen as ways for BtS to use juridical framing in a way that relates 
to other social movements and thereby as a way of strengthening their own position as 
a social movement trying to create awareness. 
The possibility of collaborating with other similar movements is then also a good ex-
ample of motivational framing, the construction for the rationale for engaging in a 
collective action with appropriate words of motives. 
 
As mentioned in the above juridical framing is used by BtS to frame injustice in a 
way that reaches the global public sphere by referring to violence that is against inter-
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national law and conventions - symbols and language that reaches a broad range of 
cultural contexts. Furthermore they use juridical framing to connect with other 
movements by using juridical framing in order to find a common ground to fight the 
injustice in the Occupied Territories. In the next part of the analysis we will continue 
our analysis with an outline of how BtS is framing political issues in order to expose 
the public to the injustice in the Occupied Territories. 
 
5.4&Political&Framing&
After addressing the juridical framing carried out by BtS, we will now turn to how 
they use political framing and approach the policy-makers in Israel in order to create 
awareness. 
Social movements are involved in struggles over meaning as they attempt to influence 
public policy. Like for many other social movements, BtS’s main aim is to frame in-
justice in a way that convinces the public of the need for collective action. Framing 
within social movements often use either the diagnostic element - defining the prob-
lem and its source, and the prognostic element - the identification of a strategy to 
solve it.  
Most often, social movements lack access to the relevant policy decision-
makers and therefore they must primarily address an outsider strategy in order to draw 
attention of publics and policy-makers (McCarthy et al in McAdam 2004: 291). As 
described in the introduction BtS is an organisation founded by former Israeli soldiers 
that have left the army in order to collect testimonies about the missions carried out 
by IDF in the Occupied Territories - missions ordered by the Israeli government. 
Their aim is to inform the Israeli society about the violence carried out against the 
Palestinians in the Occupied Territories, and thereby unites the Israeli people to pro-
test against the government (breakingthesilence.org.il). 
 
While social movements’ targets very often are the relevant policy makers, they must 
mobilize people and resources within the wider society in order to influence the au-
thoritative elites. The people are referred to by John McCarthy et al as third parties 
and include both the public but also what he calls the reference elites - the people that 
the authoritative elites consult and interacts with. Here a very important tool is the 
mass media, because it can reach a much larger audience than social movements 
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themselves can reach directly (McCarthy et al in McAdam 2004: 292). Furthermore 
mass media can be an external resource for social movement mobilization and accord-
ing to Johnston and Noakes, media outlets tend to be more open to especially frames 
of injustice. Media can help social movements raise awareness of particular problems 
and can serve as recruitment and to maintain support for the work of social move-
ments (Johnston et al 2005: 19). 
This is also the case with BtS. They address their audience through actively use of 
media - especially their Facebook and webpage. Here they first and foremost post the 
collected testimonies by former Israeli Soldiers, but furthermore they also post politi-
cal statements and their opinion on the situation in the Occupied territories as for ex-
ample this post from their newsletter from November 2014. Here they express their 
concern about the situation and their motivation for continuing their work. 
 
Especially now during such tense, difficult days, we continue to talk about the 
occupation through sharing our experiences of service in the territories. We 
continue to take the public to tours in Hebron and the South Hebron Hills. We 
continue to give lectures in schools, in preparatory military programs, to stu-
dents, to members of youth movements, and to soldiers. Even during charged 
times like these, we continue to break the silence as we struggle to end the oc-
cupation on all fronts (Breaking the Silence Newsletter November 2014) 
 
According to Tarrow social movements has increasingly directed their activities at the 
national state since the eighteenth century. They arise as the result of new or expand-
ed opportunities, they signal the vulnerability of the state and the need for collective 
action and thereby opening up for opportunities for others. The process can lead to 
state responses that in one way or another produce a new opportunity structure. But 
this assumption is further complicated by the new structures of transnational opportu-
nities for social movements, which both crosses national boundaries and transcends 
state structures (Tarrow in McAdam 2004: 49) 
When examining the framing BtS one might argue that they like Tarrow argues frame 
vulnerability of the state, which for example becomes evident by the following quote: 
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Right wing political parties in the Israeli parliament are trying, once again, to 
attack NGO’s and human rights organizations in Israel. This is yet another at-
tempt to silence critical voices within Israel, while harming democratic struc-
tures and preventing the Israeli public and international community from 
knowing about what’s going on in the Occupied Palestinian Territories. 
Well, it won’t work. 
We are here to keep disseminating information about the harsh reality of oc-
cupation. We are soldiers that were sent to implement these policies, and it is 
our duty to speak out about the moral price of this violent military occupation. 
(Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 9) 
 
Furthermore this quote also shows how BtS frames their position in society: as one of 
the attacked NGO’s and human rights organizations in Israel. They do that by first 
framing who the “victims” of the governments attack are, and then afterwards stating 
Well it won’t work. We are here… (Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 
9). Therefore one might argue that BtS frame their political position as in opposition 
to the government and as some kind of victim. 
As mentioned in the above, social movements struggle over meaning within society 
and frames injustice in order to convince its audience within society. In order to iden-
tify how BtS frames how they experience the injustice within the Occupied Territo-
ries, we will use the theory outlined in the theoretical chapter about diagnostic, prog-
nostic and motivational framing. 
 
One might argue that with a point of departure in the quote outlined above, that BtS 
position themselves as victims of the government in a diagnostic frame. Even though 
their aim is to inform the Israeli public about the violence carried out by IDF, but 
when it comes to engaging in policy-making their diagnostic frame position them-
selves as the victims. This can also be seen in the following quote: 
 
Reaching a new level in its refusal to take responsibility, the IDF spokesper-
son is claiming that we didn't "provide the details" needed for them to investi-
gate the testimonies that had already published online… 
Don't you know to CLICK ON THE PLAY button!? 
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A senior officer in the IDF spokespersons unit published this post a few days 
ago, claiming that we, “BtS” never provided them with the testimonies. He 
wrote: “they (the soldiers) themselves deserve to be behind bars in military 
prison for what they did!”. 
As a response, activists from BtS posted links to their testimonies in the com-
ments to this post, saying that they we will gladly be involved in this investiga-
tion. They used their full names and personal details with a clear message: 
here I am, please investigate me if you care about human rights violations in 
the occupied territories. 
They ignored our comments. 
Instead of excuses, finger-pointing, obfuscation and lies, we expect the mili-
tary authorities to tell the straight truth: that the IDF has been tasked, by the 
government and the public, with the mission of occupying and controlling the 
lives of millions of Palestinians, and that there is no morally acceptable way 
to do it. As every soldier who has served in the occupied territories knows, 
there exists no pretty or pleasant way to govern the lives of these millions of 
women, men and children. 
The army and the government know that these testimonies are openly availa-
ble as videos on the organization's website. Yet they choose to avoid dealing 
with these grim accounts, in an attempt to quash any possibility of criticism 
and to block the Israeli public from knowing what is being done in its name 
(Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 6) 
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When further looking at how BtS makes a prognostic political framing, they put much 
emphasis on encouraging both organizations and other actors nationally and interna-
tionally. So even though one might argue that their overall solution to the problem is 
stopping the occupation, it would also be possible to argue that when it comes to poli-
cy-making their solution is to make as many actors speak up and thereby put pressure 
on the government and the IDF. An example of this could be the following quote 
from their Facebook page: 
 
We strongly support our friends at Swarthmore Hillel in Pennsylvania who 
have decided to officially declare themselves an "Open Hillel" in rejection of 
the Israel policy espoused by their parent organization, Hillel International. 
This move will lead to more freedom for Jewish students to experience and re-
late to a wide variety of views on Israel. We hope more campuses follow in 
their footsteps (Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 9) 
 
The motivational framing is a natural continuation of the above, because this framing 
is the call for arms as described in the theoretical part. It would be possible to argue 
that the arms BtS encourages their surroundings to use are their ability to speak up. 
This is also stated in the following quote from their Facebook page: 
 
Congratulations Yachad on your acceptance to the Board of Deputies of Brit-
ish Jews (BOD)! We want to extend our deep appreciation to the BOD for 
promoting open and honest discussion around the Israeli government's poli-
cies within the Jewish community. We hope this step will serve to create for 
more honest and truthful discourse around the Israeli occupation (Breaking 
the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 2) 
 
This quote can be analysed as an encouragement of organisations fighting for the 
same aim as BtS to continue to speak up in order to make the Israeli society and the 
world in general aware of what is going on in the Occupied Territories. 
 
Another aspect of motivational framing when analysing frames carried out by BtS is 
their recent input on the discussion of Israel as a democratic state and/or a state for the 
Jewish people. The multimillionaire businessman and conservative donor Sheldon 
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Adelson argues in an article in Haaretz that there in the bible is nothing that implies 
that Israel necessarily has to be a democracy (haaretz.com).  The co-founder of BtS 
Yehuda Shaul responds in an article published in the newspaper The Jewish Week 
that while democracy might not be an imperative of Israel according to Adelson, Ju-
daism is. He refers to Hebron as an example of where to look to explore Adelson’s 
vision of the Jewish state’s character. During the article he questions how the Israeli 
state in the name of Judaism can deprive the Palestinians’, living within the Occupied 
Territories, basic rights in the name of Judaism. He ends the article by asking the fol-
lowing questions: 
 
Some may argue that the reality in Hebron exposes the tension between the 
state’s Jewish and democratic features. I think this reality exposes a different 
question: What is Jewish about imposing a military regime on a defenceless 
civilian population? Does an occupying repressive regime deserve to be 
called Jewish at all? (thejewishweek.com) 
 
This statement carried out by Shaul can be seen as a way for BtS to construct a ra-
tionale for engaging in a collective action by using the Judaism as a tool for construct-
ing a discourse about the actions carried out in the Occupied Territories. According to 
Johnston and Noakes it is not sufficient to only frame the problem and the solution to 
it, it also evident that BtS gives the Israeli people a reason to engage in collective ac-
tion against the state (Johnston et al 2005: 6) And one might argue that using religion 
as a frame for the injustice carried out by IDF is an effective tool because it then 
touched upon an important notion of culture and identity in the Israeli society. 
 
Using Judaism in their framing of the injustice in the Occupied Territories can also be 
seen as what Benford and Snow refers to as frame bridging where two or more frames 
are linked (Benford et al 2000: 625 in Johnston et al 2005: 12). In the case of BtS they 
use frame bridging as a way to link the injustice frame to the frame of Judaism in the 
Occupied Territories. Thereby they link the acts made in the name of Judaism to in-
justice. 
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5.4.1&Preliminary&Conclusion&
We have in this part of the analysis outlined how BtS use political aspects in order to 
frame their message about the injustice happening in the Occupied Territories.  
As we have stated in the above, one of the framing techniques BtS is using is placing 
themselves in the role as the victim - the so called victimization, where they frame 
how the government and IDF criticises their work and deny their authenticity. When 
it comes to finding a solution to the problem - the prognostic framing, we have identi-
fied how BtS encourages movements and organisations working for the same aim to 
speak up in order to gain a greater momentum and create greater awareness. This en-
couragement to speak up is furthermore also what we have identified as their motiva-
tional framing - the call for arms.  
In the last part of the analysis, we analysed how the co-founder of BtS is using the 
notion of Judaism to question how the Israeli government can justify the Occupations. 
He further questions how Adelson advocates for a state that not necessarily contains 
democracy, but builds on the notion of Judaism as long as Israel maintain the occupa-
tion. We will further elaborate on the notion of Judaism and religion in the discussion, 
but before that we will first round off our analysis with an examination of how BtS 
uses emotional framing. 
 
5.5&Emotional&Framing&
After analysing how BtS frames their political and juridical statements, we will now 
turn to the last part of our analysis and look at how BtS uses emotional framing in or-
der to make their message reach their audience. When looking at framing it is accord-
ing to Jeff Goodwin, James M. Jasper, and Francesca Polletta important to keep in 
mind that the framing of issues generates protest when frames reach people. Another 
way of saying that is that frames only work within people when it has an emotional 
impact. What is interesting is to investigate both why some people accept or agree 
with a frame, but also why these frames mobilise action. Furthermore some move-
ments explicitly frame emotions in certain ways - expressing their opinions as either 
positive or negative (Goodwin et al 2000: 79) 
 
Charles Tilly only implicitly admits that emotions matter for people's ways of react-
ing, and does instead stick to the notion of collective action as rationalistic and struc-
tural (Goodwin et al 2000: 70). 
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The above mentioned are some very overall approaches to emotional framing, so be-
fore moving further to analysing how BtS uses emotional framing, we will first pre-
sent how Kimberly Gross and Lisa D’Ambrosio understand emotional framing. 
Gross and D’Ambrosio state that when working with emotions and framing, it is im-
portant to take the context into consideration. Furthermore they argue that: 
 
…framing should affect emotional response draws on cognitive appraisal the-
ories of emotion from social psychology. These theories posit that emotional 
responses are rooted in some cognitive context. People do not experience 
emotional reactions randomly, but rather as a product of their cognitive eval-
uations of a given event or phenomenon (Gross et al 2004: 2). 
 
What we can draw from this quote is that people do not act and feel in a vacuum, but 
their emotional response is a product of both their cognitive predisposition, but also of 
the context and society they are a part of. Gross and Ambrosio furthermore argue that 
people are not unthinking consumers of frames - therefore responses are not entirely a 
product of the frames. Instead their responses are depending on both predispositions 
and the information available within the frame (Gross et al 2004: 21). This is very 
important to keep in mind when analysing how BtS is framing emotional messages in 
order to affect and change the discourses about the Occupied Territories produced 
within the Israeli society. It is however not sufficient when analysing the framing 
done by BtS only to look at how they frame emotional messages towards the Israeli 
society. As outlined in section 5.1 they gain a lot of their support from the global so-
ciety and therefore it is also important to outline how they use emotional framing in 
the global public sphere. 
5.5.1&Emotional&framing&within&the&Israeli&Society&
As mentioned above Gross and D’Ambrosio argue that emotions are not created in a 
vacuum, they are a product of people’s cognitive predisposition and the context they 
are a part of. It is of course difficult to define whether this is intentionally used by 
BtS, but when looking at their emotional framing they use symbols and concepts that 
relate to what we argue are Israeli identity and culture. 
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An example of the above mentioned is a testimony from the Gaza Strip where an IDF 
soldier tells what happened during a naval blockade, where no seagoing vessels could 
pass. This is a catastrophic situation for the people within the Gaza Strip because the 
majority depends on fishing, and therefore the soldier describes how families were 
without food for several days. He ends his story by saying: They eat bread and water 
for days. Like in the Holocaust (Breaking the Silence 2012: 223-4).  
One might argue that the last sentence, where the soldier compares the operations in 
the Gaza Strip with the Holocaust is an emotional framing that is directed towards an 
emotional and tragic part of the Jewish history and thereby a subject that for most Is-
raelis is filled with feelings of sorrow and pain. By using a parallel to Holocaust, BtS 
states more or less directly that what the Israeli society is accepting that IDF is doing 
to the Palestinians are what Germany did to the Jews during World War II. 
 
Another example of how BtS through their testimonies tries to affect the Israeli socie-
ty by using emotional framing is a testimony where an IDF soldier refers to an inci-
dent where he and three other soldiers blindfolded and handcuffed a Palestinian man 
for several hours for trying to pass a checkpoint. He express as follows:  
 
...it’s my God, a totally different world there with totally different rules. In this 
world (Israel red.) that story is unacceptable, at least for me… there it’s so 
natural. The rules are so different. No one understands this unless they’ve 
been there (Breaking the Silence 2012A: 151) 
 
It would be possible to argue that this quote is not directly an attempt on emotional 
framing. Instead it might be seen as an attempt to reach Israeli values by stating that 
what happens in the Occupied Territories would not be accepted in Israel and is not 
acceptable according to Israeli values and believes. This is a tendency we also out-
lined in the chapter about political framing where the co-founder of BtS Yehuda 
Shaul expresses how a state cannot deprive people of their basic rights in the name of 
Judaism and the Jewish people. These two examples, one might argue, is an indica-
tion of BtS using both a political and emotional framing in order to affect the values 
of the Israeli people and how they perceive the state of Israel and its actions. 
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5.5.2&Emotional&framing&within&the&Global&Public&Sphere&
We have in the above analysed how BtS attempts to affect the Israeli society, but as 
outlined in section 5.1 BtS has positioned itself in the global public sphere by gaining 
support from the global society. In order to get that, they have used emotional framing 
in a different way than when directing their message towards the Israeli public sphere 
because notions of Judaism and Israeli values are not relevant aspects in the global 
public sphere. In order to get the attention of the global public sphere and achieving 
the global support other aspects of emotional framing have to be applied.  
 
In order to create an emotional frame that affect a global public sphere, it is important 
to find aspects that people despite nationality, ethnicity or religion can relate to. In the 
case of BtS and their emotional framing, one might argue, that the violence of chil-
dren is used to construct a discourse of the violence carried out in the Occupied Terri-
tories. A picture like the one shown beneath with the following text is an example of 
using children in emotional framing: 
 
Rasha Salameh is 6.5 years old, yesterday she walking back home from school 
in a-Tuwani with her mother and two friends when they were attacked by two 
settlers, who threw stones at 
them. Rasha was hit in the head 
and taken to the government 
hospital in Yatta, requiring 6 
stitches Attacks like these are a 
daily routine in the South Heb-
ron Hills and across the west 
bank 
 (Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 1) 
 
By using pictures of children being violated in the Occupied Territories BtS can 
achieve emotional responses from the global public sphere because it is part of most 
people’s cognitive evaluations that violence against children is wrong and should be 
stopped. The following text and picture posted on BtS’s Facebook page in 2012 is an-
other example of the use of children in emotional framing:  
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This morning in the Palestinian 
village of Dir'at in the South Heb-
ron Hills a 2-story house was de-
molished by the Israeli Civil Ad-
ministration, accompanied by the 
Border Police. Also today, a tent 
structure and water cistern were 
destroyed in a nearby village. This 
is part of the reality for Palestinians living in Israeli-controlled Area C of the 
West Bank.One of the children of the village found a DVD player in the rubble 
of the house. Here he was trying to put it back together.  
(Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 10). 
 
Moreover it can also be argued that in addition to using children in an emotional 
framing, the notion of home and belonging is also used in order to frame injustice in 
the Occupied Territories. Like the notion of children in violent conflicts, most people, 
despite differences, have cognitive pictures of the importance of belonging and hav-
ing a home. The importance of the injustice when innocent people are deprived of 
their homes is also framed in the following text and picture from BtS’s Facebook 
page: 
 
A resident of the village 
of al Mufaqarah sits upon 
what's left of the village's 
mosque after it was de-
molished yesterday by the 
Israeli army. 
On Tuesday December 
4th at 6.30 am, two bulldozers together with a Border Police vehicle, 4 Dis-
trict Coordination Office (DCO) vehicles and 5 Israeli army vehicles arrived 
to the Palestinian village of al Mufaqarah, and demolished their mosque. 
 (Breaking the Silence Facebook page – Appendix 11) 
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The framing of the emotional aspect of this picture and the connected text shows how 
BtS reached out of very context specific cognitive reactions. It both touched upon the 
notion of home and the notion of belonging.  In this situation we associate belonging 
with religion - a very important aspect of the situation in Israel and Palestine. 
5.5.3&Preliminary&Conclusion&
In this last part of the analysis, we have examined how BtS uses emotional framing in 
order to create awareness of the situation in the Occupied Territories. We have out-
lined how they both use emotional framing in order to create direct awareness in the 
Israeli society. This is done by framing the missions carried out by IDF as against Is-
raeli moral and culture, and furthermore refer to blockades as similar to Holocaust. 
Moreover we have identified how BtS has used emotional framing in order to 
get the attention of the international society, by framing incidents and assaults by the 
IDF with a special emphasis on children. Furthermore it has been stressed how the 
notion of belonging is deprived the Palestinians during IDF-missions. These framing 
elements are relevant for BtS to use, because they are easily adopted and understood 
in large parts of the world. 
&
5.6&Final&notes&on&the&analysis&
Through the analysis it has by now been made clear that it is possible to identify the 
use of injustice framing by BtS. By using injustice framing BtS creates a fundament 
for mobilising people by pointing out unjust actions happening within the Israeli soci-
ety. BtS is especially making injustice conducted by the Israeli military clearer. In the 
analysis it has also become evident that BtS uses different frames as part of the injus-
tice framing in order to make the injustice occurring even clearer. The focus has been 
on juridical, political, and emotional framing and how each of these are emphasised in 
BtS’s use of social media, commentaries, and publishing of testimonies. 
What can moreover be outlined from the analysis is that BtS with their use of framing 
is both approaching the local Israeli and global public sphere. From this it can argued 
that they are not only approaching one sphere, but attempts to reach both the local and 
global. The analysis has though made it clear that the majority of framings are reach-
ing the global public sphere. 
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We will now continue to the discussion which is going to focus on how the framings 
carried out by BtS is used to create awareness about the missions lead by IDF in the 
Occupied Territories.  
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6.0&Discussion&
After using the analysis to clarify BtS’s position within the global public sphere and 
furthermore analysing which frames they are using in order to create awareness and 
gain momentum both in the global public sphere, but also within the local Israeli 
sphere. It has become clear to us that BtS has gained great momentum in the global 
public sphere with their extensive use of social media and internet platforms. This 
was also outlined in the analysis regarding BtS’s position within the global public 
sphere. We have furthermore analysed how they direct their framing both at the glob-
al and the local level.  
With a point of departure in the above mentioned we can now argue that they have 
succeed in reaching the global society, but in order to answer our research question 
we have to examine whether this momentum in the global public sphere together with 
their framing directed at the Israeli society helps them reach this focus group.  
In order to answer this question we will in the following discuss whether their work 
helps create momentum or whether it might instead be a source for an even more ex-
tensive notion of us and them in the Israeli and Palestinian dispute and push the rec-
onciliation even further out in the future.   
 
6.1&The&Global&and&the&Local&
We will start by taking point of departure in the position BtS has in the global public 
sphere with reference to all the media platforms where BtS has been spreading their 
message, which has been outlined throughout this project. Moreover we have exam-
ined how they refer to international laws and conventions in order to gain frames that 
appeal to the global public sphere, and thereby draw attention to the missions of IDF. 
Furthermore we have examined how several international donors support the work of 
BtS economically, for example the Danish organisation Dan Church Aid. This leaves 
us with little doubt that BtS has gained momentum in the global public sphere. These 
aspects are very important in order to get the message out and create debate and mo-
mentum in the global public sphere, but the aim of BtS is to gain momentum and cre-
ate change within the Israeli society, and in this regard we believe they are still very 
challenged.  
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Among other things, we build this argument on an examination of comment 
boxes on different media platforms where the work and opinion of BtS are being dis-
cussed and outlined. Here it becomes clear that the most critical voices of BtS’s work 
are to be found within the Israeli society, where Israelis criticise BtS for being un-
faithful to facts, that the testimonies of the soldiers are untrue, and that the organisa-
tion is only speaking their donors’ case (theguardian.comA, israelnews.com). What 
can be read from these comment boxes and different Israeli blogs (elde-
rofziyon.blogspot.com) is very critical Israeli voices towards the work of BtS. Here 
arguments about the protection from terrorism and other aspects of maintaining secu-
rity for the Israeli people becomes very clear.  Therefore it can be discussed and ques-
tioned whether BtS is or will succeed in gaining momentum within the Israeli society 
anytime soon or whether the notion of the Israeli state and IDF as the ones doing the 
right thing is continuing to be very strong. The co-founder of BtS expresses it as fol-
lows: No one wants to hear what’s really going on in the occupied territories. No one 
wants the dirt from the backyard to get to the front (electronicentifada.net).  
6.1.1&The&Motives&of&BtS&
In connection to the critical voices within Israel, we also find it important to be criti-
cal towards BtS. It can be discussed what incitements the soldiers have for giving 
their testimonies except from the very noble aim of exposing the reality of the every-
day life within the Occupied Territories. There can be little doubt that what the Pales-
tinians living within these territories experience is injustice and an unjust treatment, 
but as mentioned in the part where we examined BtS’s political framing, it is clarified 
that BtS also considers themselves as some kind of victims of the government and 
IDF’s accusation about the validity of their work. 
On the other hand it is plausible to argue that after serving in the Occupied Territories 
and witnessing and maybe even carrying out the injustice against the Palestinians, the 
former soldiers feel the need to create awareness about what is happening - for exam-
ple violation of the Human Rights.  
 
&
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6.2&The&notion&of&Judaism&
It is though possible to argue that including Judaism in the framing within the Israeli 
society could help the frames of BtS gain more influence. As we have examined in 
the analysis of their political framing, when using religion in the Israeli society, we 
argue, it touches upon deep notions of culture and Israeli identity. Moreover as de-
scribed in the context section, the state of Israel was build on an international agree-
ment on creating a state for the Jewish people after the end of World War II.  
 Therefore including Judaism in order to frame the missions carried out by IDF 
as against Jewish moral could be an effective framing, because it questions whether 
the Israeli people live after Jewish morals.  
 
Even though the abovementioned can create a somehow negative picture of the future 
perspective of BtS. One can on the other hand argue that even though momentum is 
still lacking inside the Israeli society, it is still possible for BtS to nuance the debate in 
the global public sphere and on the longer run create some kind of change by putting 
pressure on the international actors. As stated in previous parts of the project the dis-
pute between Israel and Palestine is not entirely a local conflict even though it has 
roots in local notions of religion and territory. As outlined in the section about the 
global dimensions of Palestine, Collins argues that the state of Israel is build by inter-
national actors, and therefore the dispute between Israel and Palestine has been a 
global dispute from the beginning. Furthermore Collins argues that everything Israel 
does is done with the help of international funding and that solidarity for Palestine has 
become a global defining issue.  
 
So when taking these notions into consideration it can be argued that BtS through 
their solid position in the global public sphere on the longer run can change the notion 
of the role and mission by the IDF and the Israeli government in the Occupied Terri-
tories. We argue that this could be possible because BtS by exposing the reality from 
the Occupied Territories could gain support from international actors and organisa-
tions that have the power to put pressure on the states that support Israel both eco-
nomically and morally to make them change their approach towards the Palestinians 
living inside the Occupied Territories.  
 
! Side!55!af!73!
6.3&So&where&does&it&leave&BtS&in&the&Global/Local&Public&Sphere?&
Before moving to the conclusion of this project, we will first summarize the main ar-
guments of this discussion. First we argued that BtS has positioned itself extensively 
in the global public sphere by framing their message through the Internet and social 
media, and through the support of different donor organisations. Therefore momen-
tum and influence on the debate in the global public sphere have been obtained by 
BtS. However when dealing with the local public sphere within Israel, they struggle to 
gain momentum. As it was outlined in the analysis there are still some kind of denial 
within the Israeli public to what is going on in the Occupied Territories, but as we al-
so discussed the argument about Judaism could be an aspect that can help BtS gain 
momentum within the Israeli society.  
 
&
&
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7.0&Conclusion&
In order to answer our research question to what extent can a social movement like 
Breaking the Silence use its position in the global public sphere to create awareness 
and gain momentum in a local conflict we have chosen to divide the project into three 
parts. 
In the first part our focus was on positioning our curiosity within the field of social 
movements in a globalised world, and outline why we have chosen to use an organisa-
tion like BtS as the case to examine in order to meet this curiosity. 
Furthermore we have in the first part of the project outlined both the historical and 
contemporary context BtS is working within.  This outline showed us that the context 
BtS is working within is extremely complicated and with many nuances rooted in as-
pects of culture, religion and struggles over territory. What this part also outlined was 
that the conflict between Israel and Palestine is not only a local conflict, but also to a 
large extent global. 
In addition to the contextual framework we have also presented the theoretical 
framework for the project, which was respectively notions of the global public sphere 
and framing. These theoretical frameworks were presented in order to get a better un-
derstanding of how we were going to approach the question on to what extent BtS can 
use their position in the global public sphere to gain momentum in the local Israeli 
sphere. 
In the second part of the project we first analysed how and to what extent BtS has po-
sitioned itself in the global public sphere by outlining how they use social media and 
Internet platforms to spread their testimonies all over the world. Secondly before ana-
lysing the specific frames, we outlined how injustice is used as an overall frame. 
Hereafter we continued with an analysis of what frames BtS is using. Here we identi-
fied how juridical, political and emotional framing were the most dominant frames.  
According to juridical framing it became clear that BtS is using juridical fram-
ing to make the global public sphere aware of how for example aspects of Human 
Rights and the Convention on the Rights of the Children are violated by IDF on their 
missions within the Occupied Territories. Furthermore analysing juridical framing 
showed how BtS is using Human Rights and international law to collaborate and gain 
support from other organisation. 
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Analysing BtS’s use of political framing showed how they in a political con-
text position themselves as some kind of victims when approaching the government’s 
critique of their authenticity. Furthermore they use the political framing to encourage 
other organisations to speak up. At the end of the analysis of the political framing we 
have been outlining how BtS uses Judaism to question whether Israel can be a Jewish 
state as long as they maintain the Occupations, which BtS regards as illegal. 
The last part of our analysis is concerned with BtS’s use of emotional framing to cre-
ate awareness about the situation in the Occupied Territories. This part of the analysis 
gave us an impression of how BtS for example uses children, the notion of belonging, 
and deprivation of homes in order to make the global public sphere aware of the mis-
sions carried out by IDF. We came to the conclusion that they use the abovemen-
tioned framing elements because these are elements, which is easily adopted and un-
derstood in large parts of the world. 
 
After analysing which frames BtS is using, we have been discussing how their fram-
ing is positioning them both in the global public sphere, but also in the local Israeli 
society. We outlined how BtS is gaining great momentum and awareness in the global 
public sphere by framing the missions by IDF in the Occupied Territories politically, 
juridically and emotionally, but when creating awareness in the Israeli Public Sphere 
we discussed, they are fairly more challenged. The most critical voices of the work of 
BtS is to be found within the Israeli Public Sphere - here they are accused of being 
unfaithful to facts and that the organisation is only speaking the case of their interna-
tional donors. The arguments used against BtS are very pro IDF with a special em-
phasis on protection from terrorists and the securitisation of the state of Israel. 
We argue that religion and the notion of Judaism could be one of the successful 
frames used by BtS in the local Israeli sphere, because as outlined both in the analysis 
and the discussion, they frame the state of Israel as incapable of being a state for the 
Jewish people as long as they maintain the occupations, because it is illegal in the 
name of Judaism. 
 
 
 
 
! Side!58!af!73!
This leads us to the final note and the answer to our research question - to what extent 
is BtS capable of creating momentum in the local Israeli sphere by using its position 
in the global public sphere? With a point of departure in our analysis and discussion 
we argue that at this point, BtS has very limited opportunities to use their position in 
the global public sphere in an Israeli context, because the notion of the state and the 
protection of it, is still limiting the endorsement of the awareness BtS is trying to cre-
ate. 
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